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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This non-final office action is in response to the request for continued 
examination and claims filed 25 January 2006. 

2. Claims 1-22 are pending. Claims 1, 10, 16, and 22 are independent claims. The 
rejection of claims 10-15 under 35 U.S.C. 101 has been withdrawn as necessitated by 
the amendment. The rejection of claim 22 under 35 U.S.C. 103 under Crow et al. (US 
6262724, application 1999, hereafter Crow) in further in view of Modeste et al. (US 
5852800, filed 20 October 1995, hereafter Modeste) has been withdrawn as 
necessitated by the amendment. 

Claim Objections 

3. Claim 1 1 objected to because of the following informalities: The applicant has 
used the claim identifier "currently amended" with respect to claim 1 1 . However, the 
applicant has not amended anything within the claim. Further, the applicant refers to 
"the modulated data signal" in claim 11. In view of the applicant's remarks, the 
examiner is considering claim 11 to be based upon: The computer-readable medium of 
Claim 10. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 



(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
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invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1, 3, 5, 8-11, 16-17, and 21-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Crow et al. (US 6262724, application 1999, hereafter Crow) in 
further in view of Modeste et al. (US 5852800, filed 20 October 1995, hereafter 
Modeste). 

As per independent claim 1 , Crow discloses the method for automatically playing 
rich media presentations within an email, a banner ad, and a page, comprising: 

• Determining when at least one of an email, a banner ad, and a page is accessed 
that includes access to a rich media presentation, wherein the at least one of the 
email, the banner ad, and the page includes a small amount of code that is used 
to support a variety of devices that include a variety of media playback 
capabilities, and wherein the code does not specify a player for the rich media 
presentation (column 1, lines 23-64: Here, a website comprising web pages, may 
contain rich media presentations (time based data) comprising video, audio, 
motion graphics, etc. Further, the rich media may be created and edited by a 
variety of interfaces. The media is capable of supporting several playback 
interfaces, including RealPlayers, Windows Media Player, and QuickTime) 

• A device coupled to a network (column 8, lines 1-20: Here, the digital processing 
system is a device coupled to the network) 

• Generating the rich media presentation (column 3, lines 14-19; column 18, lines 
30-38: Here, the creation of media files is the generation of the presentation) 
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• Providing the rich media presentation to the device (column 27, lines 5-8 and 
column 8, lines 1-20: Here, the media file is transferred over a network to be 
presented via the display) 

• Automatically playing the rich media presentation (column 3, lines 14-19; column 
8, lines 1-20: Here, the presentation can be displayed or saved. The display of 
the presentation without saving the data is the same as automatically playing the 
presentation) 

Crow fails to specifically disclose the method wherein playback attributes relating to a 
device are detected. However, Modeste discloses wherein playback attributes relating 
to a device are detected (column 2, lines 50-65: Here, the device speed and processor 
speed are detected and the playback is modified based upon the speed). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to have combined Crow's method with Modeste's method, since it 
would have allowed a user to receive presentations tailored to his/her display device. 

As per dependent claim 2, Crow and Modeste disclose the limitations similar to 
those in claim 1 , and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Crow further discloses 
wherein the small amount of code is a request for an include file from a server (column 
12, lines 29-67: Here, a reference is included to media stored at a server). Crow fails to 
specifically disclose that the information is contained in a single line. However, it was 
well known in the art at the time of the applicant's invention that include/reference lines 
are single lines, allowing for reuse of common behaviors. One example is Java's use of 
include statements for inheritance. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
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the art at the time of the applicants invention to have combined a single line 
include/reference with Crow's use of rich media presentations, since it would have 
allowed a user to reuse common behaviors of presentations. 

As per dependent claim 3, Crow and Modeste disclose the limitations similar to 
those in claim 2, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Crow further discloses 
when the device supports playing the rich media presentation, optimizing the rich media 
presentation for the device based on the detected attributes (column 26, line 20- column 
27, line 3: Here, the execution code of the software package interacts with the device to 
provide functionality). Crow fails to specifically disclose when the device does not 
support playing the presentation, providing the device with a link to the presentation. 
However, Modeste discloses providing a link to external data (column 5, lines 45-63). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to have combined Crow's method with Modeste's method, since it 
would have allowed a user whose device does not support the presentation to access 
the presentation in another manner. 

As per dependent claim 5, Crow and Modeste disclose the limitations similar to 
those in claim 3, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Crow further discloses 
the method further comprising providing a client the ability to modify characteristics 
associated with the rich media presentation (column 18, lines 30-38: Here, editing a 
presentation is modifying the characteristics). 

As per dependent claim 8, Crow and Modeste disclose the limitations similar to 
those in claim 5, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Crow further discloses 
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the method comprising delivering an image to the device that is displayed on the device 
at a location relating to the rich media presentation (Figure 4, items 248 and 250: Here, 
the media source icons are images displayed on the device and the location is related 
to the corresponding presentation). 

As per dependent claim 9, Crow and Modeste disclose the limitations similar to 
those in claim 5, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Crow further discloses 
the method wherein generating the presentation for the device further comprises: 

• Generating a virtual player optimized for the device (column 26, line 20- column 
27, line 3) 

• Generating a presentation package optimized for the device (column 26, line 20- 
column 27, line 3: Here, the presentation package includes the functions that are 
executable on the device) 

• Generating the media package for the device (column 2, lines 14-19: Here, the 
media package is generated and displayed in a primary window) 

As per independent claim 10, the applicant discloses the computer readable 
medium having computer executable instructions for the execution of the method of 
claims 1 and 2. Claim 10 is similarly rejected under Crow and Modeste. 

As per dependent claim 1 1 , the applicant discloses the computer readable 
medium having computer executable instructions for the execution of the method of 
claim 3. Claim 1 1 is similarly rejected under Crow and Modeste. 
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As per independent claim 16, Crow and Modeste disclose the system for 
providing rich media presentation within an email, a banner ad, and a page to a device 
over a network comprising: 

• A processor and a computer readable medium (Figure 2, items 152 and 154) 

• An operating environment stored on the computer readable medium and 
execution on the processor (Figure 150, item 150: Here the digital processing 
system is the operating environment) 

• A communication connection device operating under the control of the operating 
environment (Clark: column 5, lines 38-48: Here, a network is the communication 
connection) 

• A rich media presentation application operating under the control of the operating 
environment and operative to perform the method of claims 1 and 2 (similarly 
rejected under Clark and Adams) 

• Media playback capabilities relating to a device (Modeste: column 2, lines 50-65) 
Crow fails to specifically disclose that the information is contained in a single line. 

However, it was well known in the art at the time of the applicant's invention that 
include/reference lines are single lines, allowing for reuse of common behaviors. One 
example is Java's use of include statements for inheritance. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the applicant's invention to have 
combined a single line include/reference with Crow's use of rich media presentations, 
since it would have allowed a user to reuse common behaviors of presentations. 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicants invention to have combined Crow's method with Modeste's method, since it 
would have allowed a user to receive presentations tailored to his/her display device. 

As per dependent claim 17, the applicant discloses the system for the execution 
of the method of claim 3. Claim 17 is similarly rejected under Crow and Modeste. 

As per dependent claim 21 , the applicant discloses the system for the execution 
of the method of claim 8. Claim 21 is similarly rejected under Crow and Modeste. 

6. Claim 7 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Crow and Modeste in further in view of Adams (US 2002/0124100, application 2000). 

As per dependent claim 7, Crow and Modeste disclose the limitations similar to 
those in claim 5, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Crow and Modeste fail 
to specifically disclose the method wherein providing the rich media presentation to the 
device, further comprises using an email serving engine. Adams further discloses the 
method wherein providing the rich media presentation to the device, further comprises 
using an email serving engine (paragraph 0032: Here, the presentation is emailed to a 
user). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to have combined Crow and Modeste's method with Adam's 
method of distributing a presentation through an email serving engine, since it would 
have allowed a user to view the presentation without specifically visiting the network 
location containing the presentation. 
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As per dependent claim 20, the applicant discloses the system for the execution 
of the method of claim 7. Claim 20 is similarly rejected under Crow, Modeste, and 
Adams. 

7. Claims 4, 6, 12-15, and 18-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Crow and Modeste in further in view of Wade (US 2002/0019831 , 
application 2001). 

As per dependent claim 4, Crow and Modeste disclose the limitations similar to 
those in claim 3, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Crow and Modeste fail 
to specifically disclose the method wherein the rich presentation is within the banner ad, 
further comprising making the banner ad selectable by the device; and performing an 
action when the banner ad is selected. Wade discloses the method wherein the rich 
presentation is within the banner ad, further comprising making the banner ad 
selectable by the device; and performing an action when the banner ad is selected 
(paragraph 0054 and paragraph 0057: Here, an advertisement is presented through a 
banner ad. When an action is taken on the ad, the ad server traces the efficiency of the 
ad based upon several factors, one being the extent to which the ad was played and the 
user interaction with the ad). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to have combined Crow and Modeste' s method for displaying 
presentations with Wade's method of presenting a banner ad and performing actions 
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when selected, since it would have allowed for a user's preferences to be tracked 
through interaction with the ad (Wade: paragraph 0057). 

As per dependent claim 6, Crow and Modeste disclose the limitations similar to 
those in claim 5, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Crow and Modeste fail 
to specifically disclose utilizing an ad serving engine. Wade discloses utilizing an ad 
serving engine (paragraph 0052). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicants invention to have combined Crow and Modeste's method for displaying 
presentations with Wade's method of utilizing an ad server, since it would have allowed 
for ads to be incorporated into web pages viewed by a user. 

As per dependent claim 12, the applicant discloses the computer readable 
medium having computer executable instructions for the execution of the method of 
claim 4. Claim 12 is similarly rejected under Crow, Modeste, and Wade. 

As per dependent claim 13, the applicant discloses the computer readable 
medium having computer executable instructions for the execution of the method of 
claim 6. Claim 13 is similarly rejected under Crow, Modeste, and Wade. 

As per dependent claim 14, Crow, Modeste, and Wade disclose the limitations 
similar to those in claim 12, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Adams 
further discloses the data signal wherein providing the rich media presentation to the 
device, further comprises using an email serving engine (paragraph 0032: Here, the 
presentation is emailed to a user). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to have combined Crow, Modeste, and Wade's data signal for 
playing presentations with Adam's method of distributing a presentation through an 
email serving engine, since it would have allowed a user to view the presentation 
without specifically visiting the network location containing the presentation. 

As per dependent claim 15, Crow, Modeste, and Wade disclose the limitations 
similar to those in claim 12, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Crow further 
discloses the method comprising delivering an image to the device that is displayed on 
the device at a location relating to the rich media presentation (Figure 4, items 248 and 
250: Here, the media source icons are images displayed on the device and the location 
is related to the corresponding presentation). 

As per dependent claim 18, the applicant discloses the system for the execution 
of the method of claim 4. Claim 18 is similarly rejected under Crow, Modeste, and 
Wade. 

As per dependent claim 19, the applicant discloses the system for the execution 
of the method of claim 6. Claim 19 is similarly rejected under Crow, Modeste, Wade. 

8. Claim 22 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Crow 
and Modeste in further in view of Flynn et al. (US 6567918, filed 28 January, hereafter 
Flynn). 

As per independent claim 22, the applicant discloses a limitations similar to those 
of claims 1 and 2, and Crow and Modeste disclose similar limitations. Crow fails to 
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specifically disclose determining if a request comes from an affiliated site. However, 
Flynn discloses determining if a request comes from an affiliated site (column 3, lines 
37-57: Here, a non-trusted site is not allowed to run active content. Conversely, a 
trusted site is allowed to run active content). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the applicant's invention to have combined Flynn 
with Crow, since it would have prevented a user from executing malicious content from 
non-trusted sites (Flynn: column 3, lines 37-57). 



Response to Arguments 

9. Applicant's arguments filed 25 January 2006 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

With respect to claims 1 and 16, the applicant argues that Crow fails to disclose 
the amended claim limitations of claim 1 (page 7). However, the examiner respectfully 
disagrees. Crow discloses determining when at least one of an email, a banner ad, and 
a page is accessed that includes access to a rich media presentation, wherein the at 
least one of the email, the banner ad, and the page includes a small amount of code 
that is used to support a variety of devices that include a variety of media playback 
capabilities, and wherein the code does not specify a player for the rich media 
presentation (column 1, lines 23-64: Here, a website comprising web pages, may 
contain rich media presentations (time based data) comprising video, audio, motion 
graphics, etc. Further, the rich media may be created and edited by a variety of 
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interfaces. The media is capable of supporting several playback interfaces, including 
RealPlayers, Windows Media Player, and QuickTime). 

With respect to claim 1 0, the applicant further argues that Crow fails to disclose 
determining when a presentation is contained within an email, a banner ad, and a page 
(page 8). However, the examiner respectfully disagrees. Crow discloses determining 
when at least one of an email, a banner ad, and a page is accessed that includes 
access to a rich media presentation, wherein the at least one of the email, the banner 
ad, and the page includes a small amount of code that is used to support a variety of 
devices that include a variety of media playback capabilities, and wherein the code does 
not specify a player for the rich media presentation (column 1 , lines 23-64: Here, a 
website comprising web pages, may contain rich media presentations (time based data) 
comprising video, audio, motion graphics, etc. Further, the rich media may be created 
and edited by a variety of interfaces. The media is capable of supporting several 
playback interfaces, including RealPlayers, Windows Media Player, and QuickTime). 

10. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 2 and 22 have been considered but 
are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

With respect to claim 2, the applicant argues that Crow fails to disclose a single 
line of code that is a request for an include file from a server (page 8). The examiner 
agrees. The examiner has modified the rejection of claim 2 to address the amended 
claim limitation. 



Application/Control Number: 10/084,258 



Page 14 



Art Unit: 2178 

With respect to claim 22, the applicant argues that Crow fails to disclose the 
amended claim limitation. The examiner agrees, and the rejection has been modified to 
address the amended claim limitation. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kyle R. Stork whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
4130. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday (8:00-4:30). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Stephen Hong can be reached on (571) 272-4124. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Conclusion 



Kyle R Stork 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 21 78 
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